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James Kent, 


The first place among the legal authors, and 
a very high place among the great judges of | 
America, unquestionably belong to James | 
Kent. No other treatise can dispute with | 
Kent’s Commentaries the right to be regarded | 
as the representative work on American law. 
Passing years still more establish its position. 
By its clear and comprehensive statement of | 
the law, written in the early days of the na- 
tion when law books were few, it became | 
itself a standard and authority such as no| 
later work, even if equal in ability, could be. 

The chief events of the early life of James 
Kent were as follows: He was born July 31, 
1763, studied in private schools, entered Yale 
College in 1777, from which he graduated 
with honor in 1781, although he was the 
youngest of his class. He then studied law in 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y., where he was admitted 
tothe bar in 1781. In the same year he was 
married to Miss Elizabeth Bailey, and formed 
a law partnership with Gilbert Livingston. 
He was elected member of assembly in 1790 
and again in 1792, was nominated as a candi- 
date for Congress in 1793 but defeated, and 
immediately removed to New York city. In 


| Clinton’s favor. 


} ture. 





the fall of the same year he was appointed 
professor of law in Columbia College. He 
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was madea master of chancery in 1796, elected 
again tothe assembly in the same year, and in 
1797 was appointed recorder. 

Kent’s political career was honorable, but 
was brief and somewhat stormy. 
ardent Federalist. 


He was an 
In 1791 he supported Gen- 
eral Schuyler in his unsuccessful contest with 
Burr for the United States Senate. In the 
contest Governor Clinton 
and John Jay he was a stanch supporter of 


election between 


| Jay and bitterly denounced the decision in 


He also made vigorous, but 
unsuccessful, efforts for relief in the legisla- 
His conduct in these matters was not 
popular, and in 1793, being nominated for 
Congress, he was defeated by his brother-in- 
law, on account of which he left Poughkeep- 
sie for New York. His later term in the 
assembly, to which he was elected in 1795 
from New York, does not seem to bave been 
eventful. 

Kent’s career at the bar before he became 
judge was, like that of some other great 
judges, comparatively brief and unimportant. 
Ilis professional income in New York was at 
first slight, and it was of much financial im- 
portance to him when he obtained his appoint- 
ment as professor of law at Columbia Col- 
lege at a salary of two hundred pounds per 
year. His lectures attracted much attention 
and met with very gratifying success during 
the first year, but met with little encourage- 
ment the second year, and after a further trial 
the following year were abandoned. His ap- 
pointments as master of chancery and recorder 
brought him considerable income, which 
caused him to hesitate about accepting the 
offered appointment to the supreme court, 
and led him, even after the choice was made, to 


| doubt its wisdom. 


Kent’s judicial career inevitably gave him a 
very large place among American jurists, and 
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his reputation as judge has unquestionably 
been enhanced by the fame of his Commen- 
taries. He became associate judge of the 
supreme court in 1798. After six years’ serv- 
ice he became chief justice, and served for 
ten years more in that position. 
tionized the court. When 


he became judge there were, as he says, ‘‘ 


business of that 
no 
reports or state precedents.”” There had been 
great delay in deciding cases, and little inves- 
tigation of the law that should govern them. 
Opinions had rarely been written. 


a thorough examination of the law of each 
case, and presenting a very carefully written 


opinion upon it. His associates were com- 


pelled to follow his example, and the result | 
was that in a very few years that court was | 


raised to high rank. 
chancellor. 


Kent records the fact that in the nine years 
that he sat in that court not a single decision 
of his predecessors was ever cited. 
in the 
bench was the true beginning of the illustrious 
history of the tribunal. 

He retired from the bench at the 
sixty years, on July 31, 1823. 
came a lecturer in Columbia College 
opened an office for chumber practice. 
great reputation as judge brought him into 
prominence, and gave him much business of 
the best sort as counsel, 


of 


age 


and 


His lectures grew 
into his Commentaries. 
received from these labors now enabled him 
to carry out his long-cherished plan of buy- 
ing a country home, and he was at last able 


The income that was 


to give himself as fully as he chose to the} 


leisurely study of literature as well as of 
law. 
try, his winters in the city, 
years and honors on December 12, 1847. 


- 


A Correction, 


One of the attorneys in the case of Y. M. C. 
A.Gymnasium Co, 2. Rockland National Bank, 
179 Lil. 599, 46 L. R. A. 753, points out an er- 
ror in our comment upon the case in the note 
thereto, as well as in the March Case AND Com- 
MENT, 

When criticising Story’s test to determine 
whether or not a note is subject to equities in 
the hands of a transferee,—viz., whether ‘‘the 
payee at the time he transferred the note could 
have maintained a suit upon it against the 


He revolu- | 


He aston- | 
ished his associates at the first term by making | 


In 1814 he was appointed | 
Up to that time the court of | 
chancery had been of very slight importance. | 


Here, as | 
: ; 
supreme court, his accession to the 


He again be- | 


His | 


His summers were passed in the coun. | 


He died full of | 


CASE AND COMMENT. 


| 


| maker, if it had then been mature,” it is said 


| that this rule, though quoted with approval by 
| the Illinois court, is in fact inconsistent with 
} a : 

|} that decision because the paper in that case 


was given for accommodation. We are in- 
formed that the paper in question in that case 
was not given for accommodation, tut was 
| given by stockholders in payment of stock 
subscriptions. The error was due to a misin- 
terpretation of the statements of the opinion, 
which that and 


guaranteed notes of the corporation, and some 


show ofticers stockholders 


of them gave to the company their individual 
notes, which were used by the company as col 
As no 
consideration is stated for these notes of the 
stockholders, and as some of the stockholders 


lateral for its own guaranteed notes. 


| Were at the same time guarantors of the notes 
of the corporation which were used in the same 
transaction to obtain a loan for the Y. M. C. 
A. Gymnasium Company, the erroneous in- 
ference was mede that there was no considera- 
tion for them. The mistake was, of course, 
unjustifiable. It does not, however, affect the 
question of law under discussion, Story’s test 
of the payee’s right to sue at the time of trans 
fer is clearly shown by the decisions marshaled 
in the note to the case to be incorrect, since 
the equities of intermediate holders as well as 
those of the maker are entitled to protection, 
and may preclude an action to enforce the 
note, without regard to the rights of the payee 
at the time he transferred it. 


— « —__— 


Trademark as Assets of Insolvent. 


The question of the transferability of a 
j trademark by bankruptcy or insolvency as 
|signment seems to be the same as that of its 
If the 
trademark is assignable, itis properly regarded 


transferability by ordinary assignment. 


as assets which will pass by insolvency o1 
bankruptcy transfer for creditors by operation 
of law. 

But some trademarks involve an element 
that is peculiar in the fact that they aitach to 
the person of the owner, and cannot be trans- 
ferred from him without in some degree de 
priving him of his personal rights in distinc 
tion from mere property rights. The question 
in such case is whether the trademark repre 
sents the owner’s place of business or product, 
on the one hand, or the individual producer 
on the other. So far asa trademark is con 
nected with a place or with any particular 
recipe for manufacturing, it may be sold and 
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will pass by transfer under the insolvent laws, | Federal Constitution as .o jury trial do not 


but it is otherwise where the trademark de- 
pends more or less on persona! skill and repu- 
tation. One consideration seems to be that a 
transfer of a trademark which indicates that 
an article is the product of some particular 
person who has peculiar skill would operate 
as a fraud which equity will not countenance 


t 


or protect, even when there is no dispute as to | 


the ownership of it. Another consideration is 
that one whose trademark consists of his own 
individual name cannot, by virtue of an in- 
solveney or bankruptcy assignment, be de- 
prived of the right to use his own name in his 
future business. The goodwill of an insol- 
vent’s business will pass, however. There is 
some difficulty in drawing the line at this 
point. But the decisions seem to be in sub- 
stantial harmony with respect tothe principles 
above suggested, notwithstanding some difli- 


apply to state courts, the courts of each state 
are governed in this respect by the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the state. In this case of 
Maxwell v. Dow it was contended that the 
Fourteenth Amendment to the Federal Consti- 
tution had changed and enlarged the scope of 
the former amendments, and that the provi- 
sions of the first ten amendments, including 
that as to jury trials in the Sixth Amendment, 
had now been made applicable to state courts 
as ‘‘privileges or immunities of a citizen of 
the United States.” It was also contended 
that a trial by a common-law jury of twelve 
was necessary to constitute due process of law. 
These contentions were rejected, and the court 
held that such a jury trial was not a privilege 
or immunity of a citizen of the United States, 
and was not essential to due process of law. 
The result of this decision is to leave the law 





cuities in their applications, 


—\—_ + —__—- 





Jury of Less than Twelve, 


Commenting on the recent decision by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Maxwell », Dow, Advance Sheets U. S. 
p. 448, which held that trial by a jury of| 
eight, in accordance with the Utah Constitu- 
tion, does not violate the Federal Constitution, 
The Chautauquan says: ‘‘ There may be no 
magic in the number twelve, but, if a jury 
does not mean twelve men, what is the mean- 
ing of the term as used in the Federal Consti- 
tution? How far can the common-law num- 
ber be reduced without violation of the rights 
of the accused? What article in the Constitu- 
tion could be cited to invalidate legislation re- 
ducing the number of men on a jury to three? 
These queries are not answered by the recent 
decision.” 





These questions are based on a misconcep- 
tion of what the case decides. It does not by 
any means hold that a jury of eight, or of any 
other number less than twelve, will satisfy the 
requirements of the Sixth Amendment of the 
Federal Constitution relating to a jury trial in 
a criminal case. It was long since established 
that this amendment to the Federal Constitu- 
tion had no application to proceedings in state | 
courts. It is shown by a note in 43 L. R. A. 


on page 33, that provisions for trial by jury, 
whether included in the Federal or in the state 
Constitutions, are construed to mean a jury of 
twelve men. 


But, since the provisions of the 


of the subject just as it has always been un- 
derstood. A trial by jury in a state court is 
now, as it always has been, a matter to be de- 
termined by the Constitution and laws of the 
state, and the Federal Constitution does not 
require a jury of any particular number, or 


even any jury at all. 


To answer the questions of The Chautau- 
quan, therefore, it must be said that a jury re- 
quired by the Federal Constitution does mean 
a jury of twelve men, and that in Federal 
courts the common-law number cannot be re- 
duced at all without violation of the rights of 
the accused, but that in the state courts the 
number can be reduced or the jury altogether 
abolished, if the state Constitution and laws 
so provide, 


Power to Define Commerce, 

The Baltimore Underwriter persists in the 
contention that Congress can by tpse dizit 
change insurance business into commerce, 
notwithstanding the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to the effect that 
such business is not commercial in its nature. 
This theory of the Underwriter that Congress 
can extend its own power ad libitum by the 
simple process of definition is so easily punc- 
tured by applying any severe test thereto, such 
as that of an extension of congressional au- 
thority over the subject of marriage, that the 
Underwriter summarily rules out all such 
tests, and declares that they ‘‘reflect only on 
those who attempt that process of reasoning.” 
It is a novel and interesting suggestion that a 
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theory must not be subjected to any test that 
will put a strain upon it. If a theory breaks 
down when tested, some people would reject 
it instead of preferring to keep the theory and 
to reject the test as an annoyance. 

A still more remarkable argument is ad- 
vanced by the Underwriter in support of its 
contention that Congress, and not the Supreme 
Court, has power to make the final decision as | 
to what constitutes commerce within the 
meaning of the Constitution. This (to use the 
exact words of the Underwriter) is that ‘‘it is | 
only when Congress does something prohebited 
by the Constitution that the Supreme Court 
possesses a checking power.” Having evolved 
this theory of constitutional law, the Under- 
writer calls upon CASE AND COMMENT to 
“point out the words of the Constitution 
which prohiiit Congress from declaring state 
insurance corporations to be engaged in ipter- | 
state commerce, or show that by fair implica- 
tion the prohibition exists in the instrument.” 
It is proper to say in reply to this challenge | 
that an endeavor to meet it will be made as} 
soon as the Baltimore Underwriter shall point 
out the words of the Constitution which pro- 
hibit Congress from legislating over marriuge. 





At the same time it would be well for the Un- | 
derwriter to point out the words of the Consti- 
tution which prohibited Congress from enact- | 
ing the unconstitutional civil rights act of | 
1875 or the unconstitutional provision as to 
trademarks in the act of 1876. 
were held and void because 
there was no grant of power to Congress which 
included them, but without reference | 
whatever to any specific prohibitions in the 
Constitution. 


Both these acts 
unconstitutional 


any 


It is a strange idea to entertain, | 
in the light of the numerous authorities to the 
contrary, that Congress can conclusively de- 
termine for itself the extent 
tional grants of power. 
deserve 


of its constitu- 
That notion does not 
serious consideration. Among the 
decisions which effectually dispose of it are 
both of those just referred to. In the Trade- 
mark Cases (100 U. S. 25 L. ed. 550) Mr. | 


» “0 
i 


| 


82 
Justice Miller, speaking for the court, ex 
pressly said, in reference to the provision as to | 
trademarks, which was enacted as an attempted | 
exercise of the constitutional grant of power | 
over patents and copyrights: “It isa reason- | 
able inference that this part of the statute also 

was in the opinion of Congress an exercise of | 
the power found in that clause of the Consti-} 
tution.” It was nevertheless held unconstitu- 

tional 


| judicial policy. 


| impossibility 


COMMENT. 


Enforcing Liability of Stock in Foreign 
Corporations. 


Two recent decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States go far to settle the con- 
flict among prior decisions respecting the 
remedy for enforcement of the liability of 
stockholders in foreign corporations. As 
shown by a note in 34 L. R. A. 737, the courts 
in several of the leading states had refused to 
enforce against their own citizens a stock- 
holder’s liability created by the statutes of 
another state in which the corporation was 
organized, The policy of such state courts 
was justly characterized by Judge Thompson, 
in Vol. 3, § 3037, of his great work on corpo- 
rations, as ‘‘a seemingly narrow and tribal 
” It seems plainly unjust that 
a nonresident of a state who assumes business 
liabilities therein should be screened from any 
enforcement thereof by the only courts which 
have jurisdiction over him. In these days 
of interstate business it is an anomaly and an 
anachronism to make one’s own state a harbor 
of refuge to which he can retreat and thereby 


}escape all liability for business ventures in a 
| neighboring state; yet that was the practical 


effect of decisions which refused to enforce 
against resident stockholders of a foreign cor- 
poration a liability imposed by the laws of 


| the state in which the corporation was created 
| Many of these cases arose on attempts to en 
| force the liability of stockholders under Kan- 


sas laws, which authorized an action against 
any stockholder by any judgment creditor of 
the corporation. While there are some dilli- 


culties in the way of securing a perfectly 
equitable adjustment of the liabilities of the 
corporation among the various stockholders 
|} in such a case, the denial of the right of action 
was substantially equivalent to relieving the 
stockholders, in many cases at least, from any 
liability whatever, because of the practical 


of getting them all into any 
court as defendants in the same suit. While 
the state courts have been divided on the sub- 
ject, the Federal courts have quite generally 
upheld such actions against stockholders in 


| the district in which they reside, thereby fur- 


nishing a remedy in a Federal court, even ina 
state in which such a remedy was denied by 
the state courts. 

A new phase of the law on this subject has 
recently been presented by the highest Fed- 
eral court. 
under state 
stockholder 


The right to enforce such liability 
statutes against a nonresident 
in a suit in a Federal court, 














though sitting in another state, is fully estab- 
lished by the case of Whitman 2. National 
sank of Oxford, Advance Sheets U. 8. p. 477. 
But this decision does not overturn the con- 
trary state decisions, because it does not decide 
a Federal question. It is, however, supple- 
mented by another decision rendered a few 
days iater in the case of Hancock Nat. Bank 
Sheets U. S. p. 506, 
which does effectually overthrow those state 


v. Farnum, Advance 


decisions that have refused to sustain actions 
of this nature. The court holds that a judg- 
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actions; (III.) ruJe in actions with relation 
to property and property rights; (1V.) 


in actions for personal injuries: (a 


rule 
gener- 
b) actions for libel and slander; « 
tions for malicious prosecution and false 
imprisonment; (d) actions for and 
battery and other torts; (e) actions for per- 
sonal injuries caused by negligence: (1) gen- 
eral rules as to; (2) what sufficient to 
bias or omission of duty 


ally; ac- 


assault 


Show 


i) stut- 
utory provisions as to smallness of damages 


instances; 
for personal injury; (VJeffect of uncertainty 
VI. 
matters of procedure; 


who entitled to 
VIIL) 


as to cause of injury: 
relief; (VII. 
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increase of verdict by court 33 
ment against a corporation which, by the laws 
of the state in which it is rendered, is binding | Corporations; effect of transfer of shares 
I kholders tt a. Bie a of stock upon liability for unpaid subscrip- 
on the stockholders, must be given by a court tions:—(I.) Introductory; (II.) statutes con- 
of another state the same conclusive effect tinuing liability; (IIT.) transfer prohibited; 
against a stockholder who is sued therein, and (1V.) generally transfer releases subscriber: 
that the only defenses which he can make (a) under statutory provisions; (b) corpora- 
iat ti tl hich 1 1 in th tion scheme contemplates release; (c) trans- 
gt are those whic > Ce ake ; ; 
against it are those ™ ich ™ “—- _— in the fer must be perfected;( d) transfer must be 
courts of the state in which it is rendered. bona fide; (e) after insolvency of corpora- 
This is clearly a Federal question, and there- tion; (V.) transter to or release by corpora- 
fore binding on all the state courts. By force | tion; (VI.) rights of creditors; (VIL) time of 
.s ‘ 7 transfer 246 
of it a remedy can be bad in the courts of any | ; 
state to enforce therein against a resident; Damages, See AppPeat. 
stockholder of a foreign corporation a judg- | Franchise; right to transfer or mortgage 
ment rendered against the corporation in the| — Privilege to use streets for telegraph, tele- 
| me, or other asi-public ‘Doses 87 
state of its creation, if by the laws of that | phone, or other quasi-public purpose : 
state the judgment against the corporation is |Garnishment; effect of judgment against 
: | arnishee to ree or satis liabili } 
binding on the stockholder. Such decisions | ee os merge or satisfy liability of si 
* . - > | principal debtor ¢ 
as those of the Illinois and New York courts 
in Marshall 2. Sherman (N. Y.) 34 L. R. A. | Highways. See FRANCHISE, 
757, and Tuttle 7 National Bank of the Re-| Judgment, See GARNISHMENT. 
public (Ill.) 34 L. R. A. 750, in which judg- | waster and Servant; Volenti non fit in- 
ment creditors of Kansas corporations were juria as a defense to actions by injured 
denied a remedy against stockholders, are in servants:—(I.) Introductory; (IL) meaning 
‘eae ae es and effect of the maxim, as a matter of 
effect overruled by this latest decision of the aa Se eae oe ee - 
¢ verbal construction; (111.) relation of the 


The 
result is to remove an unseemly lack of har- 
mony between the state and Federal courts, 
at the same time to establish the whole- 
some doctrine that 


court of final authority on the subject. 


and 


a nonresident who takes 
the benefit of the laws of a state by entering 
into under 
will be held to the liabilities which those laws | 
impose. 


business them as a stockholder 


o~—_—_— 


Index to Notes 
IN 


LAWYERS’ REPORTS, ANNOTATED. 





Book 47, Parts 1 and 2. 


Mentioning only complete notes therein con- 
tained, without including mere refereuce notes to | 
earlier anbotations, 


Appeal; inadequacy of damages as a ground 
for setting aside a verdict:—iI.) Power and 
duty of the court as to; (11.) rule in contract 





maxim to the doctrine of a contractual 
assumption of risks; (1V.) maxim not avail- 
able as a detense, unless plaintiff's knowl- 
V.) logical signifi- 
woe 
far voluntary action may be inferred from 
the servant’s knowledge of a risk; gener- 
(VII. 
on question whether servant was volens: () 


edge of danger is shown; 


eance of the servant's knowledge; how 


ally; specific circumstances bearing 
fact that risk was one ordinarily incident 
b) fact that risk was known 
to the servant when he entered the employ- 
ment; (¢) fact that risk was not known to 
the servant when he entered the employ- 
ment; fact that conditions were or 
not under the control of the servant; (e) 
fact that work was undertaken by servant 
ex proprio motu; (f) fact that servant com- 
plained of the dangerous condition; (g) fact 
that servant's motive for continuing work 
fact that duty 
Violated was statutory; (i) necessity of prov- 
ing consent to particular risk; (,) 
stances indicating master’s acceptance of 
the responsibility; (VIIL.) negligence of the 
servants of a person other than the plain- 


to the service; 


were 


was his tear of dismissal; (h 


eircume- 
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| 










tiff's employer not a risk assumed; (1X.) re- |L. R. A. 286, to give her a right of action, if 
j of the maxim to the defense ae the theft was due to the failure of the em- 
tri ry negligence xX earing of the = , 5 

. . plovees In the car to use ordinary care and 
Servants KnoWiledyre upon Thiet question ° . fi - - 
whether he was negligent 161 | Waichfulness, and their negligence was held 


s to be a question for the jury, 
Maxim, See MASTER AND SERVANT. A que or the jury 






Mortgage; of right to use streets for quasi- 


purposes . ST 


Constitutional Law. 





Negligence, See MASTER AND SERVANT. 






A statute making it unlawful to work more 
Stock. “~ec CORPORATIONS. 


than eight hours per day ia mines or smelters 
lis held, in Re Morgan (Colo.) 47 L. R. A. 52, 
ye | to be in violation of constitutional guaranties 


Verdict. See APPEAL. 





The part containing any note indexed will 










sent with CASE AND CoMMENT for one year tor 31.| of liberty and the right to acquire, possess, 
and protect property, notwithstanding a deci 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States 


holding that the Federal Constitution was not 


Among the New Decisions. 
| violated by such a statute. 

Banks. | An act to regulate the weighing of coal at 
the mine which prohibits the screening of coal 
until after it is weighed and duly credited, if 
for the purpose of sending a check for collec- | miners are employed at quantity rates, is held, 
tion is held, in Givan 2. Bank of Alexandria | in State v. Wilson (Kan.) 47 L, R. A. 71, to 
(Tenn.) 47 L. R. A. 270. to constitute a sufti. | be a valid exercise of the police power, where 


The selection of a suitable intermediate bank 






cient discharge of the duty of the initial bank | it does not purport to prevent contracts as to 





in which the check was deposited, but it is|the amount of wages or in any wise infringe 
held to be negligence to send the check direct- | upon the freedom of contract. 








ly to the drawee bank for collection. The rendition of a judgment against one 
; who was not served with process in the action 
Carriers. or named as a party until after the original 

eis | judgment was rendered, but who was brought 

The rule that a carrier is charged with the|in subsequent thereto by an order to show 
highest degree of care consistent with tbe | Cause and condemned to pay the judgment, is 
nature of his undertaking, as between him and | held, in Louisville & N. R. Co. 0. Schmidt, 
his passenger, is held, in Tall v. Baltimore | Advance Sheets U. S. p. 620, to be in con- 
Steam Packet Co. (Md.) 47 L. R. A. 120, not | formity with the constitutional provision as to 


to be upplicable to the matter of injuries to due process of law, where such party had 










passengers by acts of fellow passengers or voluntarily appeared in the case and actively 
strangers, but in such cases the carrier’s liabil- | conducted the defense. 


ity is held to arise only when it could have 
prevented the injury after knowledge or when Contracts. 


it ought to have had knowledge of the threat- 


ened injury. On these principles a recovery| Mutual promises of merchants to refrain 
was denied for injury to a passenger during a| from engaging in business after 6:30 P. M. of 
quarrel between other passengers who were | each day are held, in Stovall ©. McCutchen 
playing cards in the smoking room of aj| & Co. (Ky.) 47 L. R. A. 287, to be a sufficient 
steam boat, 









consideration to support the contract, and an 
The rule of a carrier that baggage will not! injunction to enforce it was held proper in or- 

be checked more than thirty minutes before | der to prevent a repeated and recurring cause 

train time is held, in Goldberg v. Ahnapee & | of action. 

W. RR. Co. (Wis.) 47 L. R. A. 221, not to be 

ubreasonable as matter of law, and it was held 












Corporations. 
not to be reasonable as matter of law to leave —-- 
baggage in the evening for a train at 6 o’clock| The right of a stockholder to inspect and 
in the morning. examine the books and records of the corpo- 

The theft of diamond rings from the finger! ration is declared, in State, ex rel. Weinberg 
of a woman asieep in a sleeping car is held, in| 7. Pacific B. & M. Co. (Wash.) 47 L. R. A 


Puilman’s Palace Car Co. 2, Hunter (Ky.) 47| 208, to extend to such inspection at all reason- 














able times, so long as his purpose is to inform 
himself as to the manner and fidelity with 
which the corporate affairs are being conducted 


and his examination is made in the interests 
of the corporation. 
The effect of transferring stock in a corpo 


ration to relieve the former stockholder from 
ibility as such is considered in Rochester & 
F. L. Co. v. Raymond (N. Y.) 47 L. R. A. 


246, which holds that a subscription to stock 


Kx 


does not imply an agreement to pay for it in 


Fys3) 
iu 


, but is only a contract to enter into the re 
lation of stockholder, and that, if a corpora 
tion permits a transfer of stock by canceling 


he certificate and issuing a new one to the 


purchaser, whom it attempts to hold as stock- | 


holder, it ratifies the transaction and cannot 


subsequently deny that the transfer is valid. 


Counties, 


¢ 
‘ 


A statute arbitrarily establishing a high 
school and requiring its maintenance by the 
people of a county is upheld in State ex rel. 
McCausland (Kan.) 47 L. R. A. 


67, the contention that it interferes 


v. Freeman 


against 
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A. 226, holding that a so- 
called reservation to the grantor of the right 
to build a dam at a point to be selected by him, 
with the right of flowage caused by the dam, 


|} is an exception, and the fact that no words of 


inheritance are used is held not to limit his 
estate to his own life. 


Discovery. 

The power of a circuit court of the United 
States to order a surgical examination of the 
plaintiff in an action for a personal injury, in 
accordance with the practice under a state 
statute, is upheld in Camden & S. R. Co. 2. 
Stetson, Advance Sheets U.S. p. 617, in the 
absence of any law of Congress to the contrary, 
by virtue of U. S. Rev. Stat. § 721, providing 
that the laws of the states shall be rules of 
decision in trials at common law in courts of 
the United States in cases in which they apply. 


~ 
= 


District Attorneys. 


The eligibility of a woman to election as 





with local self-government. 


Covenants. 


A covenant in a lease of a portion of a rail- 
road right of way for warehouse purposes, 
that the lessee will hold the lessor harmless for 
losses by fires set by engines, is held, in North- 
ern Pac. R. Co. v. McClure (N. D.) 47 L. R. 
A. 149, to be binding on the lessees after the 
lessor has transferred its rights, including the 
lease, to another company, where the lease 
provides that the covenant shall bind the as- 
signs of both parties. 


Criminal Law, 


An attempt to break and enter a dwelling 
house was held, in People 7 Youngs (Mich.) 
47 L. R. A. 108, not to have been made where 
a person left home with a revolver and slip- 
pers and traveled 9 miles toward the place of 
an intended burglary, there met a confederate, 
and provided himself with chloroform and 
loaded his revolver, but was prevented from 
committing the crime by being arrested, 


Deeds, 





The distinction between an exception and | 
reservation is considered in Smith v. Furbish | subject. 


prosecuting attorney is denied in Oren v. Ab- 
bott (Mich.) 47 L. R. A. 92, under a constitu- 
tional provision that such officers shall be 


y2 
chosen by the electors, while there is no ex- 
press provision conferring on women the right 
to hold the office. 


Evidence. 

Parol evidence that a grantor agreed that he 
should not have any passway over land con- 
veyed, because he did not need it, is held, in 
Lebus ». Boston (Ky.) 47 L. R. A. 79, to be 
admissible for the purpose of rebutting a claim 
of an implied reservation of a passway as an 
easement of necessity. 

An application to require the plaintiff in an 
action for personal injuries to submit his neck 
to be photographed by the use of the Roentgen 
or X-rays was refused in Wittenberg o. Ons- 
gard (Minn.) 47 L. R. A. 141, because the ap- 
plication was not seasonably made, and also 
because it did not sufficiently appear that the 
person by whom it was proposed to have the 
| photograph taken had the requisite skill and 
The 
court raised a query as to whether science is 
yet sufficiently advanced to justify the courts 
in taking judicial notice as an established fact 
that exposure to X-rays is not injurious to the 


experience to apply the rays properly. 
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Game Laws. 


The possession within the state for the pur- 
poses of sale, of trout lawfully caught in 
another state, is held, in State 7. Schuman 
(Or.) 47 L. R. A. 153, to be subject to a state 
statute making it unlawful to sell, offer for 
sale, or have in possession for sale any species 
of trout at any time, without reserving any 
open season or making any saving clause 
under which trout may be sold. 


Garnishment. 


A judgment against a solvent garnishee 
which the plaintiff fails to collect, without any 
excuse, is held, in Bowen v. Port Huron E. & 
T. Co. (Iowa) 47 L. R. A. 181, to constitute a 
satisfaction of the claim against the original 
debtor for the amount of such judgment. 


Highways. 


Authority to set apart a portion of a public 
highway for a bicycle path is held, in State 2. 
Bradford (Minn.) 47 L. R. A. 144, to be granted 
by implication, when a statute makes it un- 
lawful to drive animals on such bicycle path; 
but it is held that this act must be restricted to 
bicycle paths which are public, and that it 
would be invalid as to those constructed on 
private grounds for private use. 


Insurance, 

A provision in the contract of a member of 
& mutual benefit association, that he will com- 
ply with the laws, rules, and regulations then 
governing the order, ‘‘or that may be hereafter 
for its held, in 
Thibert 7. Supreme Lodge Knights of Honor 
(Minn.) 47 L. R. A. 136, to be subject to the 
implied condition that any changes in the by- 
shall reasonable. 
This case puts a very important limitation on 


enacted government,” is 


laws thereafter made be 


the reservation cf power by such associations | 


a 


to make changes in their regulations affectin 
the rights of existing members. 

A provision of an insurance policy to the 
effect that none of its terms can be modified, 
nor any forfeiture under it waived, save by 
agreement in writing signed by the president 
or secretary, is held, in Cole v. Union Central 
Life Ins. Co. (Wash.) 47 L. R. A. 201, to be 
inoperative on a person who made a contract 
for insurance with the general agent and man- 
ager of a foreign company, and who did not 


assent to or have any knowledge of such a pro 
vision, or any information that it would be 
contained in the policy to be issued. 


Intoxicating Liquors. 


Ordinances for the regulation of the busi 
ness of retailing intoxicating liquors, when 
that is not prohibited by the laws of the state, 
are held, in Bennett v. Pulaski (Tenn.) 47 L. 
R. A. 278, to be subject to the condition of 
reasonableness, Therefore, an ordinance pro 
hibiting any screens or curtains over the front 
windows and doors of saloons between sunset 
and sunrise, and one making it a misdemeanor 
to let any person in or out of a saloon during 
the hours for closing, are held unreasonable; 

| but one requiring saloons to be closed between 
/10 p. M. and 4 a. Mm. and also on Sunday is 
| held reasonable. 


Libel. 


The publication of charges against a candi- 
date for judge is held, in State v. Hoskins 
(Iowa) 47 L. R. A. 223, not to be privileged, 
| when they are published outside of the judicial 

district for which the judge is to be elected. 


License, 


An ordinance imposing a license tax on all 
merchants who use trading stamps is held, in 
Fleetwood o. Read (Wash.) 47 L. R. A. 205, to 
be valid, although the tax is imposed for the 
purpose of revenue as well as the regulation 

| of business, when it applies to all who see fit 
to use tickets of that kind. A license of $100 
is held not to be oppressive. 


Liens. 


The right toa mechanic’s lien for the im- 
provement of grounds by enrichment of the 
soil, planting flowers, shrubs, trees, etc., with- 
|out making any structure thereon, except a 
rustic bridge of slight importance, is denied in 
Nanz v. Cumberland Gap Park Co. (Tenn.) 47 
L. R. A. 278, where the statutes clearly con- 
template that such liens shall be created only 
by the erection of some building. 

A mechanic’s lien on the buildings of a state 
university is held invalid in Phillips o. Rector 
& Visitors of the University (Va.) 47 L. R. A. 
284, although statutory authority has been 
given to raise money by deed of trust on the 

















property to provide for buildings, and these 
buildings are erected in place of one that had 
been destroyed by fire. 


Master and Servant. 





The use of compressed air in the construc- 
tion of a tunnel is held, in Turner v. St. Clair | 
Tunnel Co, (Mich.) 47 L. R. A. 112, not to} 


muke an employer, under the laws of Canada, | 


liable to employees therein as an absolute in- | : 7 a 
| actually reduced it to possession, or that, if he 


surer of the machinery, appliances, and sys- 
tem adopted; but the master’s duty is held to 
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be discharged by appointing competent super- 
intendents and workmen and authorizing them 
to procure all necessary machinery and appli- 
ances. 

The risks which a person assumes when en- 
tering into the employ of another are held, in 
Coyle v. A. A. Griffing Iron Co. (N. J.) 47 L. 
R. A. 147, to include those of which it is a 
part of the employee’s duty to take knowledge 
by observation, such as the absence of a bolt 
which was an obvious defect and which the 
employee would have discovered by exercising 
a reasonable degree of caution in observing 
machinery which he used. 

The maxim Volenti non fit injuriaas applied 
to injured servants seems to be substantially 
equivalent to the rule of assumption of risks. 
This was discussed in the case of O'’Maley 2. 
South Boston Gaslight Co. (Mass.) 47 L. R. A. 
161, and held applicable to a servant falling 


from a runway on which he was wheeling coal | 
and which had no guards on the side, although | 


there was a statute making the employer liable 
for defectsin ways, works, or machinery which 
were due to negligence. 

A boy who has had two years’ experience in 
riding colts is held, in Davis v. Forbes (Mass.) 








Mines. 


An Indiana statute making it unlawful to 
permit the flow of gas or oil from a well to 
escape into the open air without being con- 
fined within the well or some receptacle, for 
more than two days after gas or oil has been 
struck, is held constitutional by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in Ohio Oil Co. ». 
Indiana, Advance Sheets U. S. p The 
court holds that the owner of the surface has 
no property right in the gas or oil until he has 


576. 


has any property right therein, it is a right in 
common with the co-equal right of other land- 
owners to take from the common source of 
supply, and therefore subject to the legislative 
power to prevent a destruction of the common 
property by one of the common owners. 


New Trial, 


Inadequacy of damages is held, in Benton 


v. Collins (N. C.) 47 L. R. A. 33, to be a good 


; ground of interference by the court to set 
|aside a verdict and order a new trial. 


Nuisance. 


Notice to the original wrongdoer of injury 
caused by a structure made by him is held, in 
Lion v. Baltimore City Pass. R. Co. (Md.) 47 
L. R. A. 127, not to be necessary to make 
him liable to the owner of property injured 
thereby, although the latter becomes the owner 
after the construction of the work which did 
the injury. 


> 
v. 


Public Improvements. 


The fact that it does not affirmatively appear 


47 L. R. A. 170, to assume the risks of the | that the question of benefit to land was taken 
sutticiency of a stirrup strap, where, after} into consideration in levying a foot front as- 
complaining of its insufficiency and seeing it | sessment for a street improvement is held, in 
tested by his employer's foreman, who assures | Schroder ». Overman (Ohio) 47 L. R. A. 156, 


him that it is sufficient, he consents to use it. 


| insufficient ground for an injunction against 


The ejection of a trespasser from the foot-| collecting the assessment, where it is not 
board of a locomotive, though his presence | shown or claimed that there were no benefits 
there does not interfere with the manipulation | equal to the cost, or that the cost and expense 
of the machinery by the engineer, whose posi-| were not fairly apportioned to the property 


tion is inside the cab, is held, in Galveston, H. 
& 8. A. R. Co. v. Zantzinger (Tex.) 47 L. R. 
A. 282, to be within the authority of the engi- 
neer, when he has possession and control of 


the engine, so that the railroad company is! 


liable for 
authority. 


the wrongful 


affected, 


Public Moneys. 


The use of public moneys of the state to 


exercise of his} pay a convict for wrongful conviction and im- 


prisonment is held, in Allen v. Board of State 


9 


~ 


14 
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Auditors (Mich.) 47 L. R. A. 117, to be a mere 
gratuity subject to a constitutional provision 
requiring the assent of two thirds of the legis- 
lature for an appropriation for private pur- 


I USCS, 


Railroads. 


Contributory negligence of 
property destroyed by fire communicated by 
a locomotive engine is held, in Boston Excel- 
sior Co. v. Bangor & A. R. Co. (Me.) 47 L. R. 
A. 82, to be no defense to the railroad com- 


pany under a statute imposing an absolute | 


liability on the corporation for damages caused 
by fire thus communicated. 

A consignment to the consignor’s order, 
where the bill of lading with draft attached 
is sent to a bank, to be delivered when the 
draft is paid, and stipulates that it must be 
surrendered in order to obtain the delivery of 
the goods, is held, in Hopkins ». Cowen (Md.) 
47 L. R. A. 124, not to pass title to the goods 
or entitle the person for whom they were sent 
to their delivery by the carrier without sur- 
rendering the bill of lading, although the bank 
refuses to surrender it to him or accept his 
tender of the amount of the draft. 


Taxes, 


A statute taxing contracts of insurance made | 
with companies not authorized to do business | 
in the state, and providing for the use of the | 
money to pay expenses of the insurance de- 
partment and for the benetit of local fire de- 
partments, whether paid or voluntary, is held, 
in Re Page (Kan.)47 L. R. A. 68, to be uncon- 
stitutional because it authorizes a tax for other 
than public purposes, and violates the constitu- 
tional rule of uniformity and equality. 

A statute which excludes the property of 
railroad companies on which a fire tax is levied 
from the benefit and protection which are to be 
afforded to other property by the use of the 
fund is held, in Atchison, T. & S. F. R. Co. 
v. Clark (Kan.) 47 L. R. A. 77, to be invalid 
for unconstitutional discrimination and denial 
of the equal protection of the laws. 

Eight years’ unexplained delay in prosecut- 
ing suits for taxesis held, in Robinson ov. Bierce 
(Tenn.) 47 L. R. A. 275, to be fatal to the lien 


acquired on the property, where the taxes | 


would be barred by statute except for the 
pendency of the suits. 


the owner of | 


Telephones, 


| The permission granted to a telephone com- 

pany to maintain its lines in a municipality is 
| held, in Michigan Teleph. Co. v. St. Joseph 
|(Mich.) 47 L. R. A. 87, to be subject to aliena- 
| tion to another company without consent of 
|the city, by virtue of the general provisions 
|of the statute authorizing corporations to 
alienate their property. 

The rights of a telephone company to place 
its lines in streets under statutory authority is 
held in Michigan Teleph. Co. v. Benton Har- 
| bor (Mith.) 47 L. R. A. 104, to be not subject 
to the consent of the municipality. 


Trusts. 

The general deposit by an administrator of 
| money of the estate in a bank owned by him 
is held, in Shute ». Hinman (Or.) 47 L. R. A. 
265, to destroy its identity, if any portion of 
the money is afterwards checked out, so that 
the fund cannot be traced into the hands of the 
| bank’s assignee in case of insolvency,although 
| more than the amount of the deposit remains 
in the bank. 





Vendor and Purchaser. 





A mutual mistake as to the location of bound- 
ary lines which are pointed out by vendor to 
vendee, when the result is that the latter gets 
only about half the quantity of land bargained 
for and less than half in value, is held, in Big- 

ham 0. Madison (Tenn.) 47 L. R. A. 267, to 

| justify a rescission of the contract, although 
there was no fraud or intentional misrepresen- 
tation. 


Waters. 


The right of a city to construct waterworks 
of its own is sustained in North Springs Water 
| Co. v. Tacoma (Wash.) 47 L. R. A. 214, al- 
| though it had granted a franchise to a corpo- 
ration to construct waterworks, when this 
franchise contained no words of exclusion or 
limitation upon the right of the city. 


- 


New Books. 


“Ames on Forgery.” Its Detection and 


Illustration. With Numerous Causes Célébres, 





Illustrated. By Daniel T. Ames. 


(Daniel T. 
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Ames, 24 Post St., San Francisco, Cal. Ames- | 
Rollinson Co., New York.) 1900. 

This work by a famous expert of many 
years’ experience sets forth the principles 
applicable to the subject of forgery, with the 
explanation (including more than seventy | 
pages of illustration) of more than fifty noted 
cases, some of them the most celebrated in | 
the world, including the recent Molineux and 
The book is needed in every 
trial of an issue of forgery. 
Underhill the Law In- 
cluding Their Execution, ete., 
with Full References to the Latest American | 
and English Decisions. By H, C. Underhill. 
2 Vols. (T. H. Flood & Co., Chicago, Ill.) | 


1900. 


Dreyfus cases. 


« 


of Wills.” 
Revocation, 


on 


This work includes a full discussion of the | 


rules and principles of the construction of 
wills, also rules of law, of real property, and 


able to testamentary dispositions of property. 

‘*The Organization and Management of a 
Business Corporation.” With Special Refer- 
ence to the Laws of New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, and West Virginia. Containing 
Complete Forms for By-Laws, Comparison of 


Corporations and Copartnerships, and Provi- | 


sions for the Protection of Minority Interests. 
By Thomas Conyngton. (The Ronald Press, 
New York.) 1lvol. $1.50. 

This book gives very important information 
to all who are considering the advantages 
offered by different states for the formation 
of a corporation. 
compared the laws of the four states where 
most corporations are now organized. 
those who are seeking the best place for in- 
corporating it is a book of exceptional value. 

‘** Digest of the Maryland Reports Supple 
ment.” Vol. 77 Md. to Vol. 88 Md. 
sive. By Wm. T. Brantly. 
sultimore, Md.) 


(H. B. Scrimger, 


This handsome supplement to the Maryland 


Digest is made by Mr. Brantly, who has long | 


been the reporter of the decisions of that 
court, and whose excellent work is very 
familiar to the profession. He has done a 


good service in the preparation of this digest. 
‘**The Law of Electric Wires in Streets and 
Highways.” By Edward Quinton Keasbey. 


2d ed. Revised and Enlarged. (Callaghan 
& Co., Chicago.) 1900. 

‘New York Annotated Cases.” With 
Notes. By Wayland E. Benjamin. Vol. 6. 


(Williamson Law Book Co., Rochester, N.Y.) 
19U0. 


| Co., Logansport, Ind.) 


| United States. 
the doctrines of equity most frequently applic- | (Callaghan & Co.) 
| ‘The Law of Guardians in Pennsylvania.” 


The author has carefully | 


To | 


Ineclu- | 
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“The Canadian Annual Digest.” 1899. 
By Charles H. Masters and Charles Morse. 
(Canada Law Book Co., Toronto, Ont.) 1900, 
“New York Negligence Cases  Classi- 
fied.” By T. F. Hamilton. Annual for 1899. 


(Matthew Bender, Albany, N. Y.) 
‘Readings in the Law of Real Property.’ 
An Elementary Collection of Authorities for 
Students. By George W. Kirchwey. (Baker, 
Voorhis & Co., New York.) 1 Vol. $3.50. 
‘‘Abbott’s Trial Evidence.” 
Edition. By John J. Crawford. 
Voorhis & Co.) 1 Vol. 50. 
‘*Deed Forms Annotated.” With an Ap- 
pendix on the Law of Abstracts and Abstract- 
By Emerson E. Ballard. (Ballard Pub. 
1 Vol. $3.50. 
‘‘American Law.” A Treatise on the Ju- 
risprudence, Constitution, and Law of the 
By James De Witt Andrews, 
1 Vol. $6.50. 


$1.50. 


2d and Revised 
(Baker, 
$6. 


ors, 


| By William Trickett. (T. & J. W. Johnson 
| & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.) 1 Vol. $5. 


| ‘* The Liquor Laws of Pennsylvania.” By 


Calvin G. Beitel. (T. & J. W. Johnson & 
Co.) 1 Vol. $4. 


| 


‘* Jurisdiction of State and Federal Courts 
lin Actions by and against Trustees in Bank- 
jruptey.” By H B. Bradbury. (Banks Law 
Pub. Co., New York.) 1 Vol. $1.50. 
‘*Tdaho Laws and Decisions.” Annctated 
}and Digested by W. B. Heyburn. (Callaghan 
& Co.) 1 Vol. 
** Equity Principles.” 


~~ 


$7. 4o. 

Intended Especially 
for the State of West Virginia and Applicable 
to Other States where the Chancery System 

By Charles E. Hogg. 
Clarke Co., Cincinnati, Ohio.) 1 Vol. 
| **Baldwin’s Connecticut Digest.” 


| of 1900 


(Robert 
$7.50. 
Revision 
Covering all Volumes from Kirby's 
Reports to Part ILI. of 72 
By Simeon. E. Baldwin. (The Dissell 
Pub. Co., Hartford, Conn.) 2 Vols. $18. 

** Index to all Reported Cases in the English 
Period Covered the 
| First Forty Volumes of the Revised Reports.” 

With Synopsis of the Points Covered. (Little, 
Brown & Co.) 1 Vol. $4.50. 

**The Rights, Duties, Remedies, and Inci- 
dents Belonging to and Growing out of the 
Relation of Landlord and Tenant.” By David 
McAdam, 3d Ed. (Remick, Schilling & Co., 

| 22 Warren St., New York.) 2 Vols. 


Obtains. 


‘onnecticut Inclu- 


Courts during the by 


McAdam’s Landlord and Tenant has long 
been well and favorably known. 
edition was 


The first 


issued in 1875. The present 
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third edition has grown into two large’ vol- 
umes containing the great body of the law 
affecting the relation of landlord and tenant, 
with its rights, duties, remedies, and incidents. 
It will be sure to be received with 
favor. 


Recent Articles in Caw Journals 
and Reviews. 


“Injunction against 
American Law Review, 161. 


** Degrees of Proof and Burdens of Proof.” | 


—2 The Brief, 220. 


‘Preparation for Trial.”—2 The Brief, 193. | 


‘*The Future of Civil Service Reform.’—9 
Yale Law Journa!, 246. 

“Results of Expansion.”—9 Yale 
Journal, 239. 
Unilateral 


Central Law Journal, 


‘* Contracts and Bilateral.”—50 


297 
Owd. 


‘‘Are Bodily Injuries Resulting from Nerv- 
ous Shock Actionable?””—20 National Corpo 
ration Reporter, 117. 

*“Contempt of Court.”—2 
Reporter, 49. 

‘* The Discovery of the Pandects.”—12 The 
Green Bag, 183. 


3805, 


Bombay Law 


‘The Military Commission in the Philippine | 


Islands.” —12 The Green Bag, 179. 


‘“The Attorney in the Poets.” I.—12 The| 


Green Bag, 175. 
‘* Modern International Law 
II., 111.—12 The Green Bag, 172, 254. 


“Property Destroyed Pending Executory | 


Contract of Conveyance.”—50 Central Law 
Journal, 286. 
‘* Distinction between Assumed Risk and 
Ccntributory Negligence.”—59 Central Law 
Journal, 263. 
“A Suggestion Concerning 
American Law Review 


Trusts.” —34 


999 


“The Evils of Lobbying and Suggestions | 
of a Remedy.”—34 American Law Review, 224. | 
‘*The Law of the Book of Mormon.”—34 | 


American Law Review, 219. 

* Legal Education and Law Practice.”—34 
American Law Review, 214. 

“Are Food-Stuffs Contraband.”—34 Ameri- 
can Law Review, 205. 

‘* The Ancient Brehon Laws of Ireland.”— 
20 Canadian Law Times, 129. 

‘** Pleading in Ontario.”—20 Canadian Law 
Times, 143. 

“The Fourteenth 
Special Assessments.” 
Review, 1. 


Amendment and 
I.—14 Harvard Law 


much | 


Boycotting.” — 34} 


Law | 
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| 


| ‘Law and Logic.”—14 Harvard Law Re. 
| view, 39. 
| ‘John C, Calhoun and the Labor Ques- 
tion.” —44 Harvard Law Review, 44. 
‘““The Significance of the Hay Pauncefote 
Convention.”—14 Harvard Law Review, 52. 
*“War Claims arising from the American 
Occupation of the Philippine Islands.”—12 
| The Green Bag, 215. 


| tae 


Ghe Humorous Side. 

inne 

Factnities.—A Pennsylvania 
judge in a recent case declares that *‘ a ceme- 
tery may be a proper terminus of a public 
jroad.” This implies that beyond that place 
| each traveler chooses his own pathway. Yet 
even beyond that point there is said to be a 
| certain popular pavement made of good inten- 
tions and easily accessible to all. 


| TERMINAL 


| A REVERIE OF THE Court.—The court’s 
| view of the defense in a recent case is ex- 
|pressed as follows: ‘The contention of 
| appellant is that the fall of a heavy dew is an 
|act of God which should relieve a common 
carrier from its liability. - « Had the 
dew been of that brand well known as ‘Moun- 
tain Dew,’ it might have affected the engineer 
and fireman, but not the engine or corporation 
| itself.” Thoughts of the putency of mountain 
|}dew and moonshine seem to have made the 
| court sober. 


ot 
Problems.” | 


DancERCcUS Soap.—The defense of justifi- 
| able homicide was set up in a recent Califor- 
nia case (59 Pac, 771) where soap killed Larkin. 
| This soap was described in the report as 

“A. F. Soap” (probably A. Family Soap). 
Can this be the Larkin soap of the magazine 
| advertisements? 
Sue Wants To Know Ricutr Soon.—From 
| the ‘* Bankruptcy News” 
ing letter to a referee: 
——., April 1, 1849. 


we Clip the follow- 


Referee 
Dear Seair. 

I want you to give me the law or the Bankrup 
law iv full Whear a man rent land from a 
| nother if he can bet him out of the rent by 
the bankrup law, and please give me the full 
contents of the bankrup law in full. 

I am a Widder lady and rented my land to 
aman and he bankrupted me and wat to bet 
me out of my rent and ask you for informa- 
tion he slip the stuff off and I went and got it 


I want you to right sun and let me know the 
law Yours truly, 











i i i A Mie 





